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Mr. Chairman, distinguished foreign guests, and friends in the Burley 
and Dark Leaf Tobacco Export Association. 

I appreciate this opportunity to talk with you about the tobacco and 
health controversy. 

To give you a clear idea of how important this issue is to all of us, 

I invite your attention to an event that occurred last week in North Carolina. 
Tuesday, Surgeon General William Stewart was the guest of honor at a ceremony 
during which he received the deed to a new research facility. During the news 
conference he was asked if the Public Health Service’s crusade against smoking 
could mean the death knell for the tobacco industry in North Carolina. His 
reply made it very clear that he certainly hoped it would; and I am confident 
he hopes to abolish tobacco growing everywhere. 

The Governor of North Carolina was there as Surgeon General Stewart 
spoke but properly felt constrained, as Dr. Stewart’s host, to remain silent. 
Let it be understood - I am not the Surgeon General’s host and I do not feel in 
any way constrained by his absence from us tonight. 

I also do not feel constrained by Dr. Stewart’s statement that questions 
of smoking and health are "no longer debatable.” His lack of objectivity is 
deplorable. More important - what right does even the nation’s highest ranking 
health officer have to close off debate? None that I know of! Scientific 
truths are not determined by the Surgeon General’s fiats. 
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I do not criticize those who, without evaluating the data, echo his views 
and support his actions. They are merely relying on the mistaken belief that 
the Surgeon General has dealt properly with, and correctly interpreted, the 
scientific information about tobacco. So, I want to make it quite clear that 
when I criticize the attackers of our industry, I am referring only to those 
people whose familiarity with the facts should have led them to more cautious, 
more temperate and more factual conclusions. 

If we had any doubts in the past that the true goal of our enemies is to 
eliminate tobacco from the agricultural and manufacturing economy, the Stewart 
statement should dispel them. I could compare their threats to Mr. Krushchev’s 
bluster in the 1950’s: H We will bury you." As you remember, the United States 
did not reply in the same vein; but we were alerted by that threat and we 
prepared ourselves. That is exactly what we in the tobacco industry must do. 

Our enemies want to cast the battle in terms of good guys and bad guys - 
to claim a scientific dispute does not exist and that any delay in their crusade 
will cost human lives. Well - we*re not the bad guys and they certainly are not 
behaving like good guys. We are just as concerned about health as they are. 

The difference is that we want to talk in terms of scientific proof and they 
don't. 

The truth of the matter is this: 

No one knows whether cigarette smoking causes any human disease, or in 
any way impairs human health. 

A host of factors. Including cigarette smoking, are under suspicion. 

The suspicion cast on cigarette smoking is based almost entirely upon 
statistical studies which allegedly show an association between cigarette smoking 
and certain diseases. Every one of these studies is subject to criticism on 
a purely statistical basis, as well as on the basis of the Inferences drawn 
from the statistics. 
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Even valid statistical associations can only point the finger of suspicion 
- they can never prove cause and effect. 

Cause and effect can only be proved by demonstrating the ingredient by 
which - and the mechanism by which - the cause leads to the effect. 

In the case of the alleged harmful effects of cigarette smoking, 
tremendous research efforts have never been able to demonstrate either any 
ingredient or any mechanism needed to show that cigarettes cause any disease. 

So we accept that, among other factors, cigarettes are under suspicion. 

But the case against cigarettes is not proved. And I do not mean that the case 
is just barely not proved. I mean that the evidence is so weak that, in any 
court of fair opinion, the case against cigarettes would clearly be found 
wanting. 

This does not mean that I feel we should not do research to determine 
whether cigarettes are in any way harmful. It means just the opposite. It 
means that we should do that research to the fullest extent possible. It means 
that we should exert our utmost energies to that research rather than wasting 
our energies propagandizing against cigarettes and trying to prohibit cigarette 
smoking. 

One of the great tragedies of our time is that the propaganda machinery 
of our enemies is brainwashing not only the public but also many, many dedicated 
scientists. The result is, that instead of searching for the true cause of* 
for example, lung cancer, many researchers are accepting without investigation 
the allegation that cigarettes are the cause. They therefore conclude that they 
need not devote their valuable time to research in the lung cancer field. 

If these are the facts, you may say, why are they not known to those of 
our enemies who claim to have studied the subject? I submit that they are known 
to them and that in many cases forces other than dedication to truth and to 
science motivate their actions. 
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What do our enemies have at stake? Well, remember that the small group 
who generated this health controversy and are keeping it alive have risked 
their careers and reputations on the speculation that cigarette smoking will 
eventually be demonstrated to be a cause of much premature death and disability* 

Not to be deterred by such a minor obstacle as the failure of the scientific 
proof to arrive, they speak and act as if it had arrived. 

A large empire has been built, mainly financed with Federal funds and 
devoted to eliminating cigarette smoking. This empire, governed and supported 
principally by the Federal health establishment, has proved to be a good vehicle 
for ambitious public health officials to obtain funds. 

The budget of the Department of Health Education & Welfare is second only 
to that of Defense. It supports nearly all of the medical research in this 
country, as well as a good deal of research abroad. The orientation and approach 
to scientific problems on the part of the research community is strongly influenced 
by the attitudes and beliefs of those who control the distribution of these funds. 
Is it any wonder that many doctors and scientists who do not believe the smoking - 
disease theory are reluctant to speak up, and thereby risk the loss of financing 
for their research? Is it not likely that universities and research institutions 
discourage their members from taking a stand unpopular with the source of most 
research grants given in this country? 

As to the situation in the scientific area, I believe that the anti-tobacco 
forces now have a strong premonition that adequate scientific facts to convict 
cigarettes may not be forthcoming. Indeed one of our most powerful enemies in 
HEW told me a few months ago that he thought the case against cigarettes could 
never be proved if it could not be proved by statistics. 
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hfy belief was reinforced when I attended a Senate sub-committee hearing 
in Washington in August. One purpose of those hearings was to learn from the 
experts what conclusions they may have reached after more than a decade of research 
as to what component in cigarette smoke represents a hazard to human health. The 
remarkable result was that the experts were in almost total disagreement on their 
theories and none of them could say that any component as found in smoke had been 
established as a health hazard on the basis of valid scientific evidence. Neither 
"tar" nor nicotine nor the gas phase of smoke could be incriminated on the basis 
of this testimony. 

I am sure you would have concluded — as did I — that in view of all the 
disagreement and conflicting ideas, the enemy should feel frustrated. Here were 
the perfect hearings for them to capitalize on — the witnesses were invited by 
the Government, not by the industry — scientists had years of research behind 
them and millions upon millions of dollars had been spent to convict the cigarette 
in the laboratory. 

And what did the witnesses have to say? 

Well — Dr. George Moore of Roswell Park, a vocal public health official, 

said: 

"We simply do not know just what specific agents are involved." 

Cuyler Hammond of The American Cancer Society said, "I do not think at 
this time we have any conclusive evidence that the harmful effects as far as 
cancer in man is in the tar, or is in the nicotine." While Dr. Hammond guessed 
that they might he, he said of his own statement: "... A guess is no evidence. 
Again research is required to find out." 

And Surgeon General Stewart, in answer to a question on future research, 
replied: "I don"t think there is any question that we need to pursue research 
on the content of the smoke and it is usually broken down into the gaseous and 
the solid parts. 
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"We have done some breakdown of the tar, we are not sure we have everything 
that is in the tar, we need further pursuit of these avenues. We need a better 
understanding of the gaseous phase, what happens in that. We are not sure we have 
everything in there. We need to do more research on what different components 
are added, when things are added to tobacco, different kinds of tobacco. 11 

If you were a public health official who knew of such uncertainties - and 
if you also realized that the famous 1964 Report on Smoking and Health had con¬ 
cluded that nicotine was probably not a health hazard — and if you also knew 
that even animals have developed cancer when exposed to whole smoke — wouldn't 
you feel frustrated? 

In their frustration our enemies are putting an ever increasing load on 
their old standby, statistics, which, as I have indicated, is a mighty weak reed. 

There are many kinds of statistics. An example of one is found in the 
United States Census. In order to know how many people there are in the United 
States, you count them. This is not the kind of statistics I am talking about. 

The statistics I am talking about - and the statistics our enemies are 
relying on - are those used in arriving at so-called statistical associations. 

For example, the condition of the stock market and the length of women's skirts 
have been shown to have a statistical association. So have the price of whiskey 
and salaries paid to ministers. All of these - and the mini-skirt is the latest 
example - are said to go up during prosperous times. They are associated with 
one another but, and this should never be forgotten, association does not mean 
that any one causes any of the others. 

Those who use statistics as if they proved cause and effect ignore the 
statement that appeared in the 1964 Smoking And Health Report: "statistical methods 
cannot establish proof of a causal relationship in an association." Also ignored 
by those who only give lip service to this recognized rule is the admission in 
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the recent Public Health Service report on diseases associated with smoking - the 
one used by PHS officials when they talk about millions of work days lost - that 
statistical associations "cannot establish any existing relationship as a causal 
one. 11 

So whenever you are told that smoking is associated with - or statistically 
associated with - certain diseases, rest assured that this doesn't prove smoking 
causes any of these diseases. 

Sir Joslah Stamp, a famous statistician, was quoted last week in a letter 
to Time Magazine as having said: "The Government are very keen on amassing 
statistics. They collect them, raise them to the Nth power, take the cube root 
and prepare wonderful diagrams. But you must never forget that everyone of these 
figures comes in the first instance from the village watchman who just puts down 
what he damn pleases." 

Well* that is a pretty good description of how the PHS uses smoking 
statistics. They take a group, admittedly not representative of the population 
as a whole, and observe what happens to the smokers and nonsmokers. Then they 
raise the figures to the Nth power and say that smoking is causing so many "excess 
deaths" in the population at large. 

And, speaking of getting information from the village watchman, look at 
the recent PHS report which is claimed to show an association between smoking 
and a variety of chronic and acute illnesses. The report was based on answers 
given by anyone 19 or over to questions about the smoking habits and illnesses of 
everyone in the household. 60Z of the male smokers were never even interviewed. 
Imagine asking 19 year olds and mothers-in-law about what is wrong with the head 
of the house. I would prefer to have a doctor diagnose my ailments. 

(more) 
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James J. Kilpatrick had this to say in a recent column called, "Where Brainwashing 
Is An Art:" "One is inclined to award the blue ribboned bottle cap (for brainwashing) 
to the Public Health Service for its anti-smoking campaign. The PHS is propagating 
some of the shakiest statistics since the Literary Digest elected Alf Landon in 
1936..." 

Wouldn't you be frustrated by knowing that practically all your so-called 
evidence didn't prove anything? 

The scientific literature of the past several years includes, of course, 
opinions and data Inconsistent with the PHS position, but this body of material 
doesn't aid the anti-smoking campagian and is not featured in any of the PHS 
documentation of the scientific picture. 

This material includes, for example, a report recently published by the 
World Health Organization of a study of lung cancer in Israel. This report found 
no statistical association between lung cancer and smoking. As a matter of fact - 
and I hope Surgeon General Stewart will comment on this study - it appeared that 
the part of the population that smoked more had the lower rate of lung cancer. 

I do not have time to tell you about some recent studies which indicate 
that smokers and former smokers may have less heart disease than nonsmokers. You 
know, of course, that the 1964 Smoking and Health Report did not conclude that 
the relationship between cigarette smoking and heart disease was one of cause and 
effect. The recent articles indicate that it probably is not - in contrast to 
what the PHS is now saying. 

There Is other material, along the same line, concerning other diseases 
which have been statistically associated with smoking. 

So the PHS forces find themselves with an extreme shortage of evidence 
necessary to nail down the indictment against smoking and a slowly accumulating 
body of evidence which is beginning to weaken their major statistical premises. 

This must, I think, result in a feeling of frustration on the part of those who 
have devoted so much of their working lives to the attempt to establish a case 
against tobacco. 
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The fact that the public seems to have sensed the weakness in the 
scientific foundation for the accusations against tobacco must add greatly to 
this feeling of frustration. This final ignominy - being ignored - has led 
to pressure for stronger action and to reckless claims. 

Our principal opponents are diverting attention from the weakness of 
their position on the science by overstating their case in headline catching 
statements. Sometimes they get caught at this game. 

Surgeon General Stewart, for example, in a speech delivered last year 
referred to "At least 125,000 prematue deaths and maybe as many as 300,000 
deaths in the United States a year due to cigarette smoking". When he came 
before Congress to justify a budget that included a substantial amount of money 
for research on tobacco, he was asked whether he had meant what he said. 

Surgeon General Stewart responded. "Did I say ’due to'?" 

Well, he certainly did say "due to" and he certainly had no basis for it. 

Just last month - Stewart said it "is a flat scientific fact" that smoking 
causes disease. If asked about this next year, will he respond "Did I say 
’scientific fact’?" 

I hope that the Surgeon General’s reckless statements are evidence of his 
emotionalism. They certainly are not indicative of his scientific abilities. 

In the speech by Surgeon General Stewart, which I mentioned earlier, he 
referred to 1,300 studies published since January of 1964 that "further confirm" 

The 1964 Surgeon General’s Report. The tobacco industry is very interested in 
claims of this sort so we reviewed these studies. Some of them were articles from 
popular magazines including Saturday Evening Post . Good Housekeeping and Investors 
Guide (which is published by a brokerage firm). A substantial number of studies 
predated the 1964 report and others did not "confirm" its conclusions - for example 
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the studies on cigarette smoke Inhalation by animals all reported failure to 
produce lung cancer* Also among the articles cited to confirm the 1964 Report 
was a playful piece of evidence which appeared In that recognized journal of 
anatomical sciences. Playboy Magazine . It was called "Where There’s Smoke 
There’s Ire: An Inflamatory Excursion Into the Trials of Tobacco Fanciers 
Beset By Self Appointed Weed Killers." 

I might add that studies inconsistent with the party line were omitted 
or ignored for the most part in the Surgeon General's 1967 Report - which was 
prepared incidentally, by the National Clearinghouse For Smoking And Health, 
a PHS agency expressly formed to fight smoking. 

The Surgeon General and the PHs lobby have been busy spreading their 
propaganda in Congress* A review of current legislative proposals involving 
smoking and health would disclose their handiwork - and a critical review would 
reveal that all of the proposals are grounded on the PHS party line - and not 
on valid science. 

Our enemies do not know the causes of cancer or heart disease - I do 
not claim to know - in fact no one knows. Yet their misleading and unfair state¬ 
ments have created an atmosphere, as far as smoking is concerned, that the end 
justifies the means - "anything goes." 

As the frustration of our enemies grows greater, their voices will grow 
louder and more shrill. They will devise new tactics to harass the industry. 

They will seek new allies and incite those who have already joined the battle 
against tobacco to make more vitriolic attacks. 

I read in the paper recently that the Surgeon General said that the tobacco 
industry is "not doing nearly enough to get to the heart of the health problem.' 1 
Unable himself to "get to the heart of the health problem" despite the tremendous 
resources at his command, and the millions of dollars he has spent, the Surgeon 
General wants to achieve two goals. First, he wants people to believe that the 
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tobacco industry is not interested in health, which - as Dr. Stewart well knows - 
is not true. Our industry has furnished financial support for research by 
Independent grantees of the Council For Tobacco Research, and the American 
Medical Association Education and Research Foundation. They have received 
financial commitments of approximately 22 million dollars from the industry over 
the past several years. He knows that the results of this research have been 
the same as the results of government-sponsored research: nobody has yet been 
able to find any ingredient as found in tobacco or smoke that causes human 
disease. 

Second, the Surgeon General wants people to believe that his continuing 
failure to convict cigarette smoking is the fault of the industry. The pre¬ 
monition that supportive scientific evidence will not be forthcoming may be 
stronger than I have suggested. Is the Surgeon General hedging his bet by trying 
to set the tobacco industry up as the scape goat if he cannot find such supportive 
scientific evidence I 

It is no wonder, in view of the lack of scientific evidence to support 
them, that our enemies must rely on the numbers game - statistical associations. 
They seek to divert attention from the fact that statistics do not prove 
that there is a hazard by referring Instead to what they call "the magnitude of 
the problem." They compensate for their failure in science by employing ballyhoo. 
They take the position that there is no controversy because, when critically 
analyzed, their case against tobacco is full of holes. 

It is not enough for me to stand here and say that their case is full of 
holes. I believe that we must all try to do a better job of presenting our side 
of the controversy. I hope that medical men and scientists will not be taken in 
by the PHS attempts to close off debate. I hope that legislators will review 
both sides of the question and not jump to conclusions based on the selected 
information that may be presented by anti-tobacco zealots. 
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I was disturbed by an unwarranted attack against the tobacco Industry by 
the junior Senator from New York, Robert Kennedy, In his speech last month to 
the World Conference On Smoking And Health he said many things which cannot be 
supported on the basis of scientific fact. Whoever advised him concerning tobacco 
and health did him a profound disservice. I recognize, however, that this should 
be taken as a warning to all of us who grow, manufacture, or otherwise deal in 
tobacco that we must not let our enemies become the only source of information 
for the uncommitted - we must present the facts whenever given an opportunity. 

I direct those who would justify the actions of the enemy on the basis 
of good intentions to the following statement by Daniel Webster. He said, "Good 
intention will always be pleaded for every assumption of power ... It is hardly 
too strong to say that the Constitution was made to guard the people against 
the dangers of good intentions." 

And I refer those who tend to jump to conclusions on the basis of 
incomplete returns to this Immortal headline from history - "Dewey Defeats 
Truman." (Hold up copy of Chicago Daily Tribune, Wednesday, November 3, 1948 - 
Note lead article starts out, "Dewey And Warren Won A Sweeping Victory In The 
Presidential Election Yesterday.") 

# # * 
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